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. , iour 1 ‘; tl ' er about i'itiUiii-Up lias just reached m, i-iany other ti ling - h= V f» ■ , 

since i wrote the book, but I'd be quite surpidsedif I °? L I Upied Uy 
criticism. of Ransev Clark n-her ti,,n r \ ^ iujiulcd the justiciable 

I call the tttS? 7 ™ ?*“ t “ ed tho equally— j ui ; tif led criticism of those 
th.it party poU “ 

has been a more reasoned yet forceful criticism of LET +h . ’ Example-, ‘■hat there 

WBLmASftTOLtten in the 1-te Snrfn- J 7 ^ than 13 ln tha lorward of HIOTOGKAHHC 

«<*». *or of tw t^-LSTw t S’ To rolotlvo y r* ‘“ to *»“■« »«* 

dating to the fall of 1966. than 13 111 ^ ^oguo to blilTLluiH II, 
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no doubt tiiat 


„ n 111 ° aCh 1 dUul ;;ith a specific issue. I believe the record i e nvo« 
the Com.assioo abused the dirchers, for example'. 
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liim. I doubt one page^tein^^S^S^r aS J° loreilcos .. to clark » 1 did not ignore 

ane he « the a-„ in ti J 

I-ir « Clark does regard tie as an enemy. 
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some nut to como forward and attend SotW f P 3 f hlat f st s tl^t, in effect, solicit 

^ record is ovemhelninSy S ^7^7 , did “* *"""«• 
figures. I have personal i i ^ ?7‘ lj r ' f uc condors relatively minor 

the 1930s, when I was wt^^l f ^ 1°^ 7 labor leadors Going back to before 

uiicourrtablo, 6 roal iy S Si ® thea ’ ihere «*> the more recent ones, 

Rockwell to M.ll^ I-£ CU - al dtants. And you could have added 

an exception, ^but^a* «“ *" t0 be 

into ;in. ta £: a 1±St -°; **** case you would 

1 ^ n0t * 3lis i3 mem*** work La^°i^± s at Ss ^ ° Ut 


Sincerely, 
Harold Weisberg 



